
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission

In the Matter of:

Application for Certification for the Docket No. 11-AFC-02
Hidden Hills Solar Electric Generating
System

HIDDEN HILLS SOLAR ELECTRIC GENERATING SYSTEM
STATUS REPORT #1

In response to the Committee Order Granting Petition To Intervene on May 15,
2012, this is the first Status Report being filed by Cindy R. MacDonald in that
capacity.

Prior to being granted intervention to these proceedings, I have participated as a
member of the interested public in workshops via computer, personally attended
the January 18, 2012 workshop in Tecopa, CA, and have submitted three
separate written documents to the Committee regarding the proposed project,
including “Letter from Inyo County Resident Cindy MacDonald Regarding Bloom
Energy Servers, “Cindy MacDonald’s Preliminary Public Comments, Technical
Analysis & Recommendations”, a currently pending document regarding
cultural resources in the project area as well as a submission to the Great Basin
Unified Air Pollution Control District, which can be located in the Preliminary
Determination of Compliance, Appendix A.

Since beginning my involvement on November 20, 2012, I have and will
continue to review all documents related to the proposed project and will make
every effort to attend future status conferences, workshops and any other
related activities associated with the Application For Certification.

Based on this involvement, I continue to have concerns, questions and
unresolved issues regarding the proposed project. However, due to the expected
publication of the Preliminary Staff Assessment on May 24, 2012, I will refrain
from any additional discussions until the PSA is made available for review with
one exception, this being the recommendation of an Alternative Traffic route to
access the proposed project site.
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Status of Traffic Impacts/Proposed Alternative Route
In the Applicant’s Status Report#5 dated May 15, 2012, the applicant reported
traffic and developmental issues regarding the proposed project site had been
resolved at the May 9, 2012 workshop.

I disagree and continue to have serious concerns regarding both the credibility
of the applicant’s analysis of traffic as well as the feasibility of the currently
proposed methods for resolving these same issues based on that analysis.

Therefore, attached is Appendix A, an alternative proposal regarding the re-
routing of traffic during the construction and operation of the proposed project. I
believe this alternative more realistically addresses the “peak” of construction
activity, increases public and vehicle safety, and reduces economic impacts and
liabilities to Inyo County.

Dated: May 21, 2012 Respectfully Submitted,
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Cindy R. MacDonald
3605 Silver Sand Court
N. Las Vegas, NV 89032
Phone: 702-575-3133
Email: sacredintent@centurylink.net



Appendix A
Alternative Traffic Route for the Proposed
Hidden Hills Solar Electric Generating Station



Background: Traffic Feasibility Assessment
In the Hidden Hills Solar Electric Generating Systems Application For
Certification filed on August 5, 2012, the applicant provides various analysis
and figures that project “peak” construction activity for the proposed site.

In Appendix 5.1F, Construction Emissions and Impact Analysis, an untitled
table titled, “Hidden Hills On-Road Truck Emissions”, pp. 18, (partially shown
below) reveals the applicant has projected the maximum number of truck
deliveries at the project site to “average” 384 trucks a day.
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wever, the applicant also provides a more true-to-life monthly breakdown of
ily projected construction workers and truck deliveries under the Hidden Hills
nstruction Worker and Deliveries Schedule pp. 14. (partially shown below)
re, daily truck delivery “peaks” will actually be much higher in the initial
nths of construction than the touted average and at its true “peak” in August
13, almost 100% higher than the “average” weighing in at 717 trucks per day.
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In response to the projected increase in traffic, Inyo County has suggested a
required minimum road development in order to handle these same truck
deliveries and traffic increases. Discussions between the applicant and the
County at the May 9th workshop were formalized in Inyo County’s recent letter,
“County of Inyo Department of Public Works Letter Regarding Access and
Circulation Issues”(1), posted May 14th, 2012, on the CEC website.

The road improvements discussed during the May 9th workshop as well in the
Inyo County letter referenced above suggest a turn lane should be added to the
Old Spanish Trail Highway capable of supporting two semi-trucks that can be
held in a “holding pattern” as they await site access. Based on those same
workshop discussions, an additional holding area inside the project boundaries
that can accommodate an additional two semi-trucks for site access and
security checks was also recommended.

Based on the currently available information, I developed a feasibility
assessment shown in Table 1., Daily Truck Deliveries, Site Access/Minutes Per
Truck. This table illustrates how many minutes will be required per truck
entering the site on a uninterrupted, continuous basis in order to conform to the
applicant’s projected schedule without having the trucks begin to back up into
the Old Spanish Trail Highway.

The results clearly show the currently proposed schedule is quite simply,
impossible, It also illustrates how the proposed mitigation measures are so far,
inadequate. Of course, this assumes the goal is to prevent trucks from stacking
up, lining the shoulders of the Old Spanish Trail Highway and causing
significant delays and public safety hazards to passing motorists.

In the best-case scenario for the months analyzed (including the applicant’s own
“average”), a delivery truck would require 4 minutes to enter the project site if
truck deliveries are staggered throughout a 24-hour period. In the worst-case
scenario, a truck would have to be processed in a little over a half a minute each
if truck deliveries are limited to an 8-hour period.

(1) http://www.energy.ca.gov/sitingcases/hiddenhills/documents/others/2012-04-
30_County_of_Inyo_Letter_Re_Access_and_Circulation_Issues_TN-65181.pdf
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Additional Factors
This assessment also does not incorporate additional factors that will result in
additional impacts. For example, vehicles related to worker travel entering the
project site estimated at its peak to be over 1,000 per day, is not accounted for.
Also, it does not account for the fact that incoming site access may be delayed
due to vehicles exiting the site potentially being required to wash their tires
prior to exiting, which may slow entry into the “holding areas”.

Additionally, in the Inyo County letter referenced earlier, there is a vague
reference to the possibility of requiring “temporary traffic controls” with no
further cost or impact analysis of what this might entail. The letter also
contains multiple references to potential vehicle conflicts that identify a variety
of public safety concerns, despite the County’s currently proposed mitigation
measures. It then culminates in the County requesting the CEC to “indemnify
the County for any damage that occurs due to project-related road deterioration
during construction.”

Finally, it has been repeatedly acknowledged that the current condition of the
Old Spanish Trail Highway fails to qualify as a functional infrastructure
component necessary to support the proposed project, regardless of whether
assessing the Nevada or California side of the road. Below are photos of the
Old Spanish Trail Highway’s current pavement condition.
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On left, Old Spanish Trail Highway looking East between
Charleston View and St. Theresa Mission directly adjacent to
the proposed project site. Above, recent road repair slightly
West of St. Theresa Mission. 5/17/12
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Potholes and crumbling curbs located on the “Nevada” side of
Old Spanish Trail Highway looking Southwest about 3-4 miles
from the proposed project site. 5/17/12
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The exact same resolution was utilized during the development of the Front
Site Gun Range, where the owners created their own private road to access the
site.
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Front Site Road. A privately developed and maintained road connecting to the Old Spanish Trail Highway
that allows site access with no costs or liability to the County or the State.



= Alternative Route
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BEFORE THE ENERGY RESOURCES CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

1516 NINTH STREET, SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
1-800-822-6228 – WWW.ENERGY.CA.GOV

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATION
FOR THE HIDDEN HILLS SOLAR ELECTRIC
GENERATING SYSTEM

DOCKET NO. 11-AFC-02

PROOF OF SERVICE
(Revised 5/15/2012)

APPLICANT
BrightSource Energy
Stephen Wiley
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 2150
Oakland, CA 94612-3500
swiley@brightsourceenergy.com

BrightSource Energy
Bradley Brownlow
Michelle L. Farley
1999 Harrison Street, Suite 2150
Oakland, CA 94612-3500
bbrownlow@brightsourceenergy.com
mfarley@brightsourceenergy.com

BrightSource Energy
Clay Jensen
Gary Kazio
410 South Rampart Blvd., Suite 390
Las Vegas, NV 89145
cjensen@brightsourceenergy.com
gkazio@brightsourceenergy.com

APPLICANTS’ CONSULTANTS
Strachan Consulting, LLC
Susan Strachan
P.O. Box 1049
Davis, CA 95617
susan@strachanconsult.com

CH2MHill
John Carrier
2485 Natomas Park Drive, Suite 600
Sacramento, CA 95833-2987
jcarrier@ch2m.com

COUNSEL FOR APPLICANT
Ellison, Schneider and Harris, LLP
Chris Ellison
Jeff Harris
Samantha Pottenger
2600 Capitol Avenue, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95816-5905
cte@eslawfirm.com
jdh@eslawfirm.com
sgp@eslawfirm.com

INTERVENORS
Jon William Zellhoefer
P.O. Box 34
Tecopa, CA 92389
jon@zellhoefer.info

Center for Biological Diversity
Lisa T. Belenky, Sr. Attorney
351 California Street, Ste. 600
San Francisco, CA 94104
e-mail service preferred
lbelenky@biologicaldiversity.org

Center for Biological Diversity
Ileene Anderson, Public Lands
Desert Director
PMB 447
8033 Sunset Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90046
e-mail service preferred
ianderson@biologicaldiversity.org

Old Spanish Trail Association
Jack Prichett
857 Nowita Place
Venice, CA 90291
jackprichett@ca.rr.com

INTERVENORS (con’t.)
*Cindy R. MacDonald
3605 Silver Sand Court
N. Las Vegas, NV 89032
e-mail service preferred
sacredintent@centurylink.net

INTERESTED AGENCIES
California ISO
e-recipient@caiso.com

Great Basin Unified APCD
Duane Ono
Deputy Air Pollution Control Officer
157 Short Street
Bishop, CA 93514
dono@gbuapcd.org

County of Inyo
Dana Crom
Deputy County Counsel
P.O. Box M
Independence, CA 93526
dcrom@inyocounty.us

Nye County
Lorinda A. Wichman, Chairman
Board of County Supervisors
P.O. Box 153
Tonopah, NV 89049
lawichman@gmail.com

Nye County Water District
L. Darrel Lacy
Interim General Manager
2101 E. Calvada Boulevard
Suite 100
Pahrump, NV 89048
llacy@co.nye.nv.us

*indicates change



INTERESTED AGENCIES (con’t.)
National Park Service
Michael L. Elliott
Cultural Resources Specialist
National Trails Intermountain
Region
P.O. Box 728
Santa Fe, NM 87504-0728
Michael_Elliott@nps.gov

ENERGY COMMISSION –
DECISIONMAKERS
KAREN DOUGLAS
Commissioner and Presiding Member
e-mail service preferred
karen.douglas@energy.ca.gov

CARLA PETERMAN
Commissioner and Associate Member
carla.peterman@energy.ca.gov

Ken Celli
Hearing Adviser
ken.celli@energy.ca.gov

Galen Lemei
Advisor to Presiding Member
e-mail service preferred
galen.lemei@energy.ca.gov

Jim Bartridge
Advisor to Associate Member
jim.bartridge@energy.ca.gov

ENERGY COMMISSION –
STAFF
Mike Monasmith
Senior Project Manager
mike.monasmith@energy.ca.gov

Richard Ratliff
Staff Counsel IV
dick.ratliff@energy.ca.gov

ENERGY COMMISSION –
PUBLIC ADVISER
Jennifer Jennings
Public Adviser’s Office
e-mail service preferred
publicadviser@energy.state.ca.us



DECLARATION OF SERVICE

I, Cindy R. MacDonald, declare that on May 21, 2012, I served and filed copies of the attached Hidden Hills Solar
Electric Generating System (11-AFC-2) Status Report #1, dated May 21, 2012. This document is accompanied by
the most recent Proof of Service list, located on the web page for this project at:
www.energy.ca.gov/sitingcases/hiddenhills/index.html.

The document has been sent to the other parties in this proceeding (as shown on the Proof of Service list) and to the
Commission’s Docket Unit or Chief Counsel, as appropriate, in the following manner:

(Check all that Apply)

For service to all other parties:

X Served electronically to all e-mail addresses on the Proof of Service list;

Served by delivering on this date, either personally, or for mailing with the U.S. Postal Service with first-
class postage thereon fully prepaid, to the name and address of the person served, for mailing that same
day in the ordinary course of business; that the envelope was sealed and placed for collection and mailing
on that date to those addresses NOT marked “e-mail preferred.”

AND

For filing with the Docket Unit at the Energy Commission:

X by sending an electronic copy to the e-mail address below (preferred method); OR

by depositing an original and 12 paper copies in the mail with the U.S. Postal Service with first class
postage thereon fully prepaid, as follows:

CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION – DOCKET UNIT
Attn: Docket No. 11-AFC-2
1516 Ninth Street, MS-4
Sacramento, CA 95814-5512
docket@energy.ca.gov

OR, if filing a Petition for Reconsideration of Decision or Order pursuant to Title 20, § 1720:

Served by delivering on this date one electronic copy by e-mail, and an original paper copy to the Chief
Counsel at the following address, either personally, or for mailing with the U.S. Postal Service with first class
postage thereon fully prepaid:

California Energy Commission
Michael J. Levy, Chief Counsel
1516 Ninth Street MS-14
Sacramento, CA 95814
mchael.levy@energy.ca.gov

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct, that I
am employed in the county where this mailing occurred, and that I am over the age of 18 years and not a party to the
proceeding.


